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CAII e xr > D , Apr tuio APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 

Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .1 14. 

PFRinn FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

a) g The ^iod for reply expires 5 months from the mailing d^^^^^ , n n0 

b) □ Theperiodforre P lyexpireson:(1)M 

^^^^^B^SS^SS^ WfThllN^WO MONTHS OF THE P.NAL REJECTION. See MPEP 

706.07(0- . 4 . • f a 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

f a , _ f;ifl H AnnPllant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

3^^,^ <° -id dismissal -th. appea,. 

2 □ The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); .,.*•„ tho 
« □ the, are no, deemed ,o place the application in better form .or appea, by materially reducng o, ft. 

issues for appeal; and/or . 
(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: . 

3 □ Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

«£l Ne«ly proposed or amended c,a,m(s) wouid be aliowable i, submHted in a separate, time,, tiled amendment 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5 H The a)D affidavit, b)D exhibit, or c)E request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 
application in condition for allowance because: Stm Continuation Sheet . 

6 □ The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were new.y 
raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: 

Claim(s) rejected: HI- 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 

8. D The proposed drawing correction filed on isa)D approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. Q Note the attached Information Disclosure Statements PTO-U49) Paper ^^j^^x^ 

10. D Other. DEBORAH CROUCH 

PRIMARY EXAMINER 

Part of Paper No. 12 
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Application No. 



Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: Claim 1 is still indefinite as written. See page 2 
of the Office action mailed on 4/11/01 . The term "capable of is indefinite because it is not clear which elements are part of the 
composition are necessary to perform the required function and it is not clear whether or not the isolated shrimp or prawn polypeptide will 
actually produce a sexually reproductive neomale shrimp or prawn. The rejection of claims 2-9 under 35 USC 103 is maintained as the 
claims as written do not recite an shrimp or prawn androgenic hormone and because Nagamine has taught that androgenic hormones of 
Amphipoda, Isopoda, and Decapoda function similarly. Inclusion of such a limitation may be sufficient to overcome the rejection of 
record as neither Malecha, Okuno, or Nagamine disclose an isolated shrimp or prawn androgenic hormone. Claims 10-11 remain 
rejected under 35 USC 101 as the claims recite a normal population of shrimp or prawns. See the Office action mailed on 4/11/01 on 
page 3. It is maintained that such skewed populations of female shrimp or prawns may result from normal breeding of the like. 
Furthermore, such a skewed population of females to males may result from collecting and pooling normal female shrimp or prawns . 
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